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3° The “ROUGH AND READY” will be published 
every Saturday morning, until afier the election,on the 
following 
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Single copies, 25 cts 
Wwe “ $100 
Ten es 200 
Sixty 1000 
One hundred copies, 15 00 


rr All orders to be post paid, and the cash in advance 
must invariably accompany them. No variation will, 
in any case, be made from these terms. 
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- Bditor’s Correspondence. 


For the ‘* Rough and Ready.” 
Rumney, Feb. 20, 1847. 
To George Barstow, Esq.— 

Sir—You doubtless recollect, that, while you was 
addressing the citizens of Rumney last evening, in 
favor of one of your resolutions, offered at the mass 
coavention, which was “ that any attempt to divide 
the State of Texas into two or more slave States, 
should be firmly resisted ; and that no division of 
‘Texas, or any other slave State, should be made in 
such a manner as to increase the number of slave 
States in the Union,” | took-the liberty, most re- 
spectfully, to ask you this question—* Whether in 
the joint resolution for the admission of Texas into 
the Union, there was not a provision that she might 
be divided into four States, when the population 
should be sufficient, in which slavery might be, or 
might not be permitted, as the people therein might 
decide?” You replied in a supercilious and con- 
temptous manner, but with all the “ attractions of 
your own peculiar style,” that “ the moun might be 
made of green cheese,” with other remarks of a 
like nature ; and another gentleman said “you need 
not commit yourself—you might evade the question 
if you chose to do so :”’ whereupon you said “ that 
you had never seen any such provision in the resolu- 
tion—that you had never heard it asserted by any 
man that there was such a provision—and that if | 
had seen it, | had seen what no other mortal man 
had ever seen.” 

Now sir, | am a young man it is true, of which 
you was pleased most kindly to remind me, and 
withal am not deeply versed in political matters, and 
ag you assume that “you possess talents such as are 
possessed by few,” and are perambulating the State, 
delivering a stereotyped address, full of falsehoods, 
for the purpose of enlightening the people—there- 
fore you ought to have known that there is such a 





' cal prospects for the coming election. 


provision in said joint resolutions, which fact was ' 


most material in your argument. 
Knowing this,you denied it—falsely and meanly de- 
nied it—so that you are either a knave or a fool, and 


The first Gun! Hurra for Alton! ! 


** Who apills the foremost foeman’s lice, 
** His party conquers in the strife.” 
Lady of the Lake. 


Saat 


well as with clothing, subsistence, medicine, &c.— 
In this way itis believed that more than a million 
of peons are held as slaves, and may be seized as 
fugitives, if they dare to leave the employ of their 





it will be seen by the following 
that an election was held last week in Alton, to fill 
a vacancy in the board of selectmen—and that the 
democrats carried it handsomely. Last year Alton 
returned two federal representatives to the legisla- 
ture. This year it will be reversed :— 


ication, 


Alton Bay, Feb. 18, 1847. 
Allow me to say one word to you upon our politi- 
To day we 
held a meeting of the town,fur the purpose of filling 
a vacancy in the board ofselectmen. ‘The meeting 
was quite gumerously attended, although but a small 
democratic vote was cast when compared with what 
we shall do the 2nd Tuesday of March next. One 
thing ts certain, the democratic party have never ex- 
hibited a more uniled disposition, than at the pres- 
ent time; united to a man they will go boldly for- 
ward and carry the town. Uld Hunker is among us, 
and by his coming, confusion and dismay is spread 


the length and breadth of the ranks of the allies. Un- | 


like the democrats, they are divided and weak. The 
feds want to send the members to the legislature— 
and the Haleites swear they will not submit; in fact, 
each man has his own particular friend to which he 
wishes to give his favor, consequently the old adage 
hulds good in this case—“A house divided against 
itself cannot stand.” Since Col. Pierce and Gen. 
Peaslee made us a visit, and showed up the allies in 
their true light, many good men, who have been de- 
ceived by lying runners sent out by the feds and ab- 
olitionist, have come boldly forward and declared 
that they will support such stuff no more. I say they 
have thus declared, not only by word but by deed, 
inasmuch as no less than eleven men who gave their 
votes for Hale and Emerson last year, to-day voted 
fora true democrat to fill the vacancy. From this, 
and many other demonstrations of a similar bearing, 
we feel confident that all will he mght with us, at 
the March election. And | might add that the al- 
hes used every effort to get out their full strength, 
for when the votes were nearly counted, and they 
seeing that they must be beat, sent men wiih hors- 
es and sleighs at full speed, for miles around, to bring 
in voters to preventit, and so we have good reason 
to feel assured of a triumph a little more than two 
weeks from to-day. 

Let.N. H. in other towns speak as we shall speak, 


j and Janeo W. Wittiams will be elected by a 


you may take either hora of the dilemma you choose. | 


Your trying “ to play Jack,” reminds me of a story 
that I read when | was younger than | am now— 
which J will tell you: A raven that dwelt in a high 
place among the mountains—driven to desperation 
by hunger—~once sailed duwn over a flock of sheep 


that were grazing upon the hills below—dropped | 


down and caught a lamb, and carried it off in tri- 
umph to his nest. A silly crow ( whose talents 
placed him far above the necessity of such action,”) 
baving watched the raven from a neighboring thick- 
et—thinking he might wool his nest in the eame way 
—raised himeelf in the air, sailed out over the flock, 
pounced down and fastened his claws in the fleece 
of the old ram himself. Being unable to release 
himself, he hung to the back of the ram until he ex- 
pired. The b’hoys say the owner had to pay 
dollars, because the crow was killed on his neigh- 
bor's land. (TP You may offsett this, if you please, 
against the old woman story, that you told us last 
aight. Not yours indeed, 
DAN’L HARRIS. 





handsome majority by the people. Old Belkoap‘is 
awake throughout, and will tell as loudly as hereto- 
fore. Yours for democratic principles, 
MERRYMEETING. 

P. S.—The state of our vote was as follows— 

Whole number of votes cast 171. Necessary for 
a choice 86. Richard Cooper, (fed) had 1; J. El- 
liott, (fed) had 1; Ai'T’. Gilman, (fed) had 76 ; Chas. 
Rollins, (dem) had 93, and was declared elected— 
giving filteen mayority, without apy effort on their 
part. 





Slavery in Mexice. 

It has been asserted that slavery did not exist in 
Mexico, , lt is true under that name it does not, but 
under the name of peonage it does, and in its worst 
form, confined to no color, but as a perpetual bond- 
age and punishment for debt. Many large proprie- 
ters control in this way hundreds of peons, both 
menand women. The debt is perpetual—ii gener- 
ally increases instead of diminishing—and is rarely 
ever paid. The peon being charged with interest as 








3 and the fruits of their labor go to the 
master, and not to the peon. In the speech of the 
Hon. Mr. Roberts of Mississippi, by whom public 
attention bas been called to this subject, these laws 
are given as follows: 

PEON LAWS OF MEXICO. 


“Art. 1, The masters are responsible for the 
conduct of their servants, and for the same reason, 
the law gives them, over those servants, the author- 
ity of fathers over their sons, that they may particu- 
larly correct and chastice them. ‘The same authori- 
ty is given over th< family of the servant that jives 
with the master. 

“Art. 2. in consequence of the foregoing pro- 
vision, the master should provide for the education 
of the cbiidren of the servants dependant upon 
them. 

“Art. 3. Should the faults of the servant be 
many or aggravated, whether because he frequently 
fails in his service, or whether for want of respect 


attributable to the injudicious, impolitic and reck- 
less course of the men to whom the direction of the 
affairs of the campaign has been committed. Nev- 
er, in our opinion, was a campaign worse calculat- 
ed, or better conducted to defeat the party, than the 
present has been, thus far, on the part of some of 


| the whig leaders of this State 


to the master, he shall be chastised by the justice | 


(alcalde) with six months in irons, if a man, or with 
the (la cevena) clog, if a woman, in the house of 
the master; the latter having the power to diminish 
this penalty at his pleasure. If the servant should 
be guilty of overt acts against the master, he shall 
be punished in conformity to the existing laws. 

“Art. 4. He who being once convicted, accord- 
ing to the foregoing aiticles, shall repeat the same 
offence, shall be criminally prosecuted and con- 
slemned to serve one year on the public works, in 
irons; and if a woman shall be so convicted, she 
shall be condemned to one year of seclusion with 
the clog. 

“Art. 5. Vn no case shali the master lose the 
debt of the servant; and the term of punishment 
being concluded, the servant shall return to the ser- 
vice of his master, if he can do it; but if he enters 
the service of another, this other shall pay the debt. 

“Art. 6. The law which prohibits trading with 


servants, and the penalties which those laws estab- | 


lish as to those who contracted them, are declared 
to be in force. 

“Art. 7. The master who abuses the power given 
him by law, shall be tried and punished in contormi- 
ty to law, according to the abuse he may commit; 
but in no case, not even in that of the application 
of a fine in favor of the aggrieved, shall the master 
lose the debt. 

Art. 8. Payments shall be made in money or 
goods, if the servants ask them, at the current pri- 
ces. For settlements, and on plintations, where 
there are no stores, and the goods are brought from 
other parts, they shall be charged wit the extra 
costs. The master who may give his goods with 
higher charges than the foregoing regulation re- 


In the first place, what could be better caculated 


to drive men from us than the course pursued by the 
whig press generally throughout the State, in regard 
to the Mexican war? If those who have so reckless- 


ly and indiscreetly pronounced the war wicked, erv- 
el and awful, and advocated a course in relation to 
it which, ifadopted, could not fail to disgrace the 
country, were alone to suffer, it would be no great 
matter; but the whole whiz party is to bear the 
odium,and the experience of those who opposed the 
war of 1812, know that this is nota light matter,nor 
easily to be got rid of. Does any one believe that 
such men as Gen. Joseph Low, who has made more 
pecuniary sacrifices to sustain the whig party for the 
last eighteen years than almost any other individual 
in the State, Hon. Elijah Belding and many other 
old war democrats of their standing, would have left 
the whig party and gone over to the loco focos at 
this crisis, had the whig leaders pursued a manly, 


honorable and patrictic course in regard to the war 
and the country, in this hour of need and peril, when 
its interests and honor are at stake? No one be- 
lieves this ; and yet itis an andeniable fact that we 


have been losing this class of,men all over the State, 
when their votes and influence might have been 
saved to us, had our self-constituted leaders pursued 
a different course Another cause, which has been, 
to say the least, detrimental to the whig party, is 
the low scurrility and coarse personal attacks made 
upon the character of some of our most high mind- 
ed and honorable opponents, and reaching in some 
instances, even to members of the whig party. We 
had supposed that the establishment of the True 
Whig, for the avowed purpose of supplanting the 
N.H. Courier, would have answered all practical 
purposes for such matters, but it did not come quite 


down to the grovelling appetite of some of our 
would-be leaders— Central Clique’—and the 
Tough and Steady, which « neutral editor at Mar- 


chester declared he would not take up with orm” 
ten foot tongs, is issued from the press of the N. H. 


Statesman, under the editorial charge, we under- 
stand, of certain hich officers of the State Govern- 
ment. We undertake to say that this scurrilous 
sheet has cooled or driven away from us more de- 
cent men than al! the services which has or can be 


rendered the whig party by it 

What occasion has there been for the false and 
shameless scurrillity which has been heaped upon 
Gen. Low, Gen. Peasiee, Col. Pierce, Col. Barton, 
Calvin Ainsworth, Josenh Robinson and others, to 
say nothing about the vile and false charges contain- 
ed in the last number o! that paper upon ourself per- 


| sonally? The individuals named above, are indeed 
the open opponents of the whig party ; but as indi- 
vidual member. of community, no men stand higb- 
er or are more generally respected Do not the 


quires, shail be fined equivalent to triple the excess | 


which he charges upon the servant. 

“Art. 9. Agthe master cannot turn away the 
servant without just cause, so neither can the ser- 
vant leave the service of his master without the 
saine just cause. The servant who shall do so, shall 
be positively returned to the service of his master, 
chastised by the justice in the house of the master, 
with two months in irons, or with the clog if a wo- 
man.” — Union. 


A Wholesome Chastisement. 

It is well known that Mr. Blodgett, of the Cour- 
ier and Gazette, bas constantly erged upon the fed- 
eral party a manly course in regard to the Mexican 
war—for which he has been abused and censured by 
other whigs editors. He now sees what they all 
must see: that their reckless opposition to the war, 
and the shameless manner in which individual char- 
acter has been assailed, has brought that party to the 
verge of certain defeat, and he “washes his hands of 
the consequences.” 


men who put forward that blackguard sheet, kaow 
that when they deal in charges 60 monstrously, re- 
voltingly false, against men of the best standing tn 
community, that any (ruth they utter is entirely 
without effect 


Let this election go os it may, we take thie ocea- 
sion to say, that we wash our hands of the conse- 
quences which may result from the course wbich 
the “Central Clique” has seen fit to adopt and pur- 


sue, in order that if the whig porty should be de- 
feated, those may bear the blame who have brought 
such a state of things about 

We have ever done al! that we could to sustam 
the whig cause, and in | resent crisis to save it 


from disgrace and defeat, by advocating, in an hon- 
| orable and candid manner, a manly support of the 
| war in which the country is unfortunately engaged, 
| and all that we could to have the political campaign 
conducted in such a manner that we could look 


We copy the following arti- | 


cle, entire, and commend it to the attention of our | 


eight thousand subscribers and tweoty thousand 
readers :— 
From the Courier and Gazette. 
“Save me from my Friends.” 


Many one ever had good cause to earnestly make 
the above exclamation, it is the whig party of this 


back upon it without shame, and forward with hope 
and confidence for future and permanent success.— 
For having done this, we have been denounced as « 


tool in pay of the loco f s. All this shall not 
move us from our true position—all the anathemas 
and execrations which certein persons may heap up- 
on us through the serried columns of the press, or 
any other way, shall not prevent nor deter us from 
| advocating whig principles in our own way. Bet 
we must conclude by exclaiming. in the name of 


” 


the whig paaty, “ save us from our friends 


PP A new Post Office has been éstablished at 
the Oil mil! Village, in Weare, and David C. Rich, 


State ; and if this election is to be lost, it must be | Esq., appoihted Post Master 
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jab French, Carter Whitcomb, Road Commission- 
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Democratic Republican Ticket. 


For Governor, 


JARED W. WILLIAMS. 


For Representatives to Congres, 
Dist. No. 1—BENNING W. JENNESS; 
“ 2—CHAKLES H. PEASLEE; 
3—MACE MOULTON, 
i—JAMES H. JOHNSON. 


Strujjord—ZERULON PEASE; 
Hilisvorough—SAMUEL JONES; 
Cheshire—SAMUEL DINSMOORE ;- 


Grafton and Coos—ENOS FERRIN. 





For Senator. 
Inet. No. 1—JAMES FOSS; 
a 2—PERLEY ROBINSON; 
“ 3S—NOYES POOR; 
ji— WILLIAM H. GAGE; 
a 5—JAMES DRAKE; 
6—CHARLES LANE; 
7—RALPH E. TENNEY; 
S6—FREDERICK VOSE; 
0—FREDERICK BOYDEN; 
IW—ASA PAGE; 
1I—SYLVANUS HEWES; 
12—HARRY HIBBARD. 


County Officers. 

Rock xncHam—Josiah B, Wiggin, Register of 
Deeds; Josiah C. Eastman, County 7Yeasurer ; 
John Scammon, Sias Coble, True T. Locke, Road 
Commissroners. 

‘Srrarrorp—Charles Young, Register of Deeds; 
Samue! P. Montgomery, County Treasurer ; James 
Hilton, John Walker, Welter Durgin, Road Com- 
missioners. 


BELLN ap—Nathaniel Edgerly, Register of Deeds; 


Benjamin S. Tuttle, County Treasurer; Dana 
Woodman, Eleazer Davis, Richard Garland, Read 
Commissioners 

Carrott—Loammi Hardy, Register of Deeds ; 


Dudley Pike, County Treasurer; Reuben Smith, 
je, Samue! S. Parker, Daniel Wentworth, Road 
Commissioners. 


Merrimack—George Jones, Register of Deeds; 





Charles Kowell, County Treasurer; Benjamin E. | 
Harriman, John Woodbury, jr., William R. Parker, 
Road Commissioners. 





Hitisrorovucu—Leonard M. Kimball, Register 
of Deeds; Peter Cariton, County Treasurer ; 
Charles Stark, Martin Heald, David Curtis, Road 
Commissioners. 

Cuesutre—Joshua Wyman, Register of Deeds ; | 
John Foster, Cownty Treasurer; Allen Siade, Abi- 





ers. 

SuLtrvay—Matthew Harvey, Register of Deeds; 
Moses F. Knowlton, County Treasurer ; Daniel N. 
Adams, Oliver Booth, Pearly Fifield, Road Commis- 
sioners. 

Grarton—Luke Aiken, Register of Deeds; Al- | 
bert G. Cheney, County Treasurer ; Isaac Ross, | 
Darwin Forbes, Jedediah Buffum, Road Commis- | 
stoners. 

Coos—John W. Lovejoy, Register of Deeds ; | 
Oliver B. Howe, County Jreasurer ; Samuel Pen- | 
dexter, Benjamin Whittemore, Harwood Pike, Road | 


Misstoners. 





To the Democratic Abolitionists 
of New Hampshire. 


GestLemes—We desire to have a little familiar 
conversation with you on the subject of slavery.— 
We do not address ourselves to such as openly pro- 
claim that their course is “ over the ruins of the 





American church and the American union,” and 
who pronounce the constitution itself ‘‘ @ covenant 
with death and an agreement with hell”’—but to such | 





as stil! abide by and venerate the glorious constitu- 
tion, framed by the heroes and sages of the revolu- | 
tion, and under the benign influence of which this 
country has enjoyed so much prosperity and happi- 
acess. ‘fo such we address ourselves, believing that 
you will give the subject your serious and deliber- 


ate attention 


And first we ask you, WHAT DO 
YOU EXPECT TO ACCOMPLISH TOWARDS 


ABOLISHING SLAVERY BY THROWING 
YOUR VOTES AGAINST THE DEMOCRAT- 
IC PARTY AT THIS ELECTION? Will any 
thing be done in favor of the oppressed and down 


trodden African, by placing AytHoxy CoLpy in 
the gubernatorial chair of this State, that will not be 
accomplished by placing Jaren W. WILLiAMs in 
the sane place? Was anything done last year to 
accomplish the great object you had in view by 
electing Geo. Colby governor? Perhaps you will 
say you did nut vote for Gen. Colby, but for Col. 











Berry; yet the vote you cast for Col. Berry contti- 
buted just as much towards making Colby governor, 
as it would have done had you voted directly for 
him. Such may again be the result this year; such, at 
all events, the opponents of democracy intend shal) 
be the resuli—and Col. Berry is kept before the peo- 
ple av a candidate, FOR NO OTHER PUR- 


POSE. Svery body knows that his election is al- 
together out of the question, and he only stands to 
take your votes, that he may transfer them to Colby 
and elect him, as was the case last year. Well, gen- 
temen, WHAT DID YOU ACCOMPLISH BY 
THE COURSE YOU LAST YEAR PURSUED? 
If you will examine the subject closely, you will 
be obliged to confess that you plished abso- 


PARTY, and brought federalism into power, with 
all its odious legislation with it, You were influ- 
enced, no doubt, by the cry which had been raised 
against the democratic party, that it was the“ Slave 
party.” Let us see how this matter stands. Let 
us examine this question attentively, and if we find 
the democratic party is friendly to slavery, we will 
go with you in denouncing it. But if we find the 
charge is groundless and false, and got up without 
foundation, merely to blind your eyes and make you 
contribute to the success of federalism, then go 
with us in support of the democratic party and its 
principles. 

Our opponents admit that the democratic party 
stood upon the true ground on the subject of slavery 


Missouri question was exciting attention. The ful- 
lowing are the resolutions which unanimously passed 
the demoeratic legislature of New Hampshire, in 
1820:— 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives in General Court convened, ‘That in the 
opinion of this legislature, the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States has, by the constitution, the right, in ad- 
mitting new States into the Union, to prescribe the 
prohibition of slavery, as one of the conditions on 
which such State shall be admitted : 

“ That in the case of Missouri, to which, by the 
preamble and resolutions of the General Assembly 
of Virginia, the attention of this legislature has been 
called, that right remained in full turce, unimpaired 
either by the treaty under which that territory was 
acquired, or any subsequent act of the general gov- 
ernment: 

“« That in the opinion of this legislature, the exis- 
tence of slavery within the United States is a great 
moral as well as political evil, the toleration of which 
can be justified by necessity alone, and that the fur- 
ther extension of it ought to be prevented, by the 
due exercise of the power vested in the general gov- 
ernment :” 

This our opponents admit was the true ground. 
This was going just far enough, and was doing all 
that was required of them, under the circumstances. 
The legislature then declared that Congress pos- 
sessed “ the right under the constitution, in admit 
ting new States into the Union, to prescribe the pro- 
hibition of slavery,’"—that they considered slavery 
“‘@ great moral and political evil,” and that “ the 
extension of it ought to be prevented, by the due ex- 
ercise of the power vested in the general govern- 
meat.” This the opponents of democracy pro- 
nounce the true ground to stand upon. They say 
that when the democratic party stood on that ground 
THEY WERE ENTIRELY RIGHT. Well, now let 
us see where the democracy of New Hampshire 
stand at the present time? 

At the last session of Congress a bill was intro- 
duced appropriating two millions of dollars, to ena- 
ble the President to make peace with Mexico. Mr. 
Wilmot, a democratic member from Pennsylvania, 
moved as an amendment, a proviso, that no territory 
acquired from Mezico, in this war, should be slave 
territory. EVERY DEMOCRATIC MEM- 


| BER FROM NEW ENGLAND VOTED 


IN FAVOR OF THIS PROVISO, because 
they believed “‘ that slavery was a great moral and 
political evil, to be tolerated only by necessity,” and 


| because they also believed, that “the Congress of 
| the United States, has by the constitution, the right, 


in admitting new States, to prescribe the prohibition 
of slavery as one of the conditions on which such 
State shall be admitted.” This vote of our repre- 
sentatives then was right, because it agrees entirely 
with the principles of the resolutions of 1820. And 
did their constituents, the democracy of New 
Hampshire, condemn them for giving that vote ? 
No: THEY APPROVED OF IT UNANIMOUS.- 
LY. Last October, the democratic party held a 
mass convention at Concord, and passed the follow- 
ing resolution - 

« Resolved, That we approve of the vote of our 
Representatives in Congress in favor of Mr. Wil- 
mot’s amendment to prohibit slavery in any territo- 
ry that may be acquired in Mexico.” 

The Merrimack county democratic convention 
which assembled at Concord about the middle of 
January, passed the following resolution :— 

“ Resolved, That we approve of the vote of our 
Representatives in Congress in favor of Mr. Wii- 
mot's amendment to prohibit slavery im any territo- 
ry that may be acquired in Mexico; and should a 
similar proposition come up at the mt session 
of Congress, we expect to see our Representatives 
take the same stand, and exert their influence to 


prohibit slavery in any territory that may be ac- 
quired of Mexico in the present war,” 

The Fourth Congressional Convention, held at 
Haverhill, on the 7th of January last, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

“« Resolved, That the charge against the adminis- 
tration, that the war is waged fur the extension of 
slavery, is false—and that the recent vote of the 
present democratic majority in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in favor of prohibiting slavery in the 
territory to be acquired from Mexico, is a sufficient 
refutation of this oft-repeated charge of our allied 
enemies.” 


The First Congressional Convention, held at Ex- 
eter, on the 10th of December last, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution : 


“ Resolved, That we approve the vote of our rep- 
resentatives in Congress in favor of Mr. Wilmot’s 
amendment.” 


Well, gentleman, when you have carefully exam- 
ined and compared the votes of our members of Con- 
gress upon the Wilmot proviso, and the action of the 





lutely NOTHING in favor of the slave, whilst you 
BROKE DOWN THE DEMOCRATIC 





d atic Conventions upon the same subject— 
CAN YOU POINT OUT ANY DIFFERENCEIN 
THE POSITION OCCUPIED BY THE DEMO 


CRATIC PARTY IN 1520, AND THAT OCCU- 
PiED BY THEM NOW If vou, can point out 
that difference, we will give it up. If you can- 
not do this, then give up the cause of those who 
falsely charge the democracy with entertaining pro- 
slavery principles. 

The Wilmot proviso passed the House at the last 
session, but was defeated in the Senate by JOHN 
DAVIS, A WIIG SENATOR FROM MASS. 
ACHUSETTS, by talking against time. The 
same question came up again this session, and again 
passed the House last week, THE THREE MEM- 
BERS FROM NEW HAMPSHIRE, (Messrs. Nor- 
ris, Johnson and Moulton,) VOTING IN FAVOR 


| OF IT. Here is new proof THAT' THE DE- 
in 1820, and to prove it they refer to the resolutions | 
passed by the legislature of that year, when the | 





MOCRACY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE ARE 
OPPOSED TO THE EXTENSION OF 
SLAVERY! and what moredo you ask? You 
do not desire of us that we should interfere with the | 
compromises of the constitution, and meddle with 
the subject of slavery in the States where the con- 
stitution tolerates it? No! If you did require 
this, then you would stand precisely on the ground 
occupied by Wright and Garrison, who declare 
that the constitution “is a covenant with death, 
and an agreement with hell!” But you tell us we 
extended slavery by admitting Texas into the Union. 
WE DENY THE CHARGE, Texas was aslave 
country before she came into the Union, and would 
have remained such much longer than she will now, 
had she remained out of the Union. We were com- 
pelled to take Texas as sHE WAS, slavery and all, 
or suffer Great Britain to take her under her proiec- 
tion, and receive all the benefits to be derived from 
furnishing her with all her manufactured goods, and 
being supplied in return with all the cotton she want- 
ed for her manufacturer from that country, The 
advantages to be derived from having Texas in the 
Union, were immense—and should we cast her from 
us, because she held slaves, when by taking her in- 
to the Union, WE NEITHER ADDED ONE TO 
THE NUMBER OF SLAVES NOR EXTENDED 
SLAVERY OVERONE INCH OF TERRITORY, 
where it did not before exist? No candid man will 
say, and to candid men we address ourselves, that 
the democratic party are obnoxious to the charge of 
being the “ slavery party,”’ or as being in favor of 
slavery, because we admitted Texas into the Union. 

We have shown at the commencement of this ar- 
ticle, by the official action of our representatives in 
Congress, and by the official declarations of our par- 
ty, promulgated through our conventions, that the 
democratic party ARE OPPOSED TG THE 
EXTENSION OF SLA VER Y—that they stand 
precisely upon the ground occupied by the demo- 
cratic party in 1820. How false, then, the charge of 
“ pro-slavery,” so constantly hurled at us, by the 
demagogues who have obtained power and hope to 
retain it in this State, by keeping up this cry. Does 
FEDERALISM—the party of movopoly—the par- 
ty of privilege—the party of gag and alien laws—the 
party of “‘let government take care of the rich, and 
the rich will take care of the poor’’—propose to do 
for slavery, what the democratic party does not do? 
Notatall. They candvo nothing more. The de- 
mocracy goes as far as it can on this subject with- 
out an infringement of the sacred compromises of 
the constitution, and federalism can do nothing 
more. 

Then, pause, gentl and ider WHETH- 
ER YOU PREFER FEDERALISM TO DE- 
MOCRACY, before you cast a vote which may re- 
sult in the re-election of Anthony Colby, Governor, 
and of continuing the federal party in power. Your 
vote for Berry does nothing towards abolishing sla- 
very—and ITS ONLY EFFECT CAN BE TO PUT DOWN 
DEMOCRACY MERELY TO PUT UP FEDERALISM. 


Acts of Incorporations--Four hun- 
dred and sixty millions of dollars. 

The NV. H. Statesman, at great labor, has present- 
eda table showing that in fifteen years, the demo- 
cratic party granted acts of incorporation, covering 
an aggregate capital of over $50,000,000. He does 
this, we suppose, to prove the hostility of the demo- 
cratic party to corporations! and to show how they 
have warred against capital, driving it from the 
State, &c. During that filteen years, there were 
twenty sessions of the legislature, making the amount 
incorporated at each session about $2,500,000. But 
the federal legislature in one session of six weeks, 
last summer, incorporated capital amounting to $23, 
000,000. Supposing they should remain in power 
for twenty sessions, and should go on at the rate of 
the last session, they would have at the end of fif- 
teen years the trifling amount of only FOUR HUN. 
DRED AND SIXTY MILLIONS OF DOL- 
LARS! Figure away, Mac, you will make out a 
case, bye and bye. 


Democratic Meeting at Bescawen. 


We have received the proceedings of a demo- 











cratic meeting, held. at the house of L. M. Chad- [ 


wick, Esq., on Tuesday, the 23d of Feb. inst., but 
we have not room for them them this week. Spirit- 
ed resolutions were passed, and the meeting was ad 
journed to meet at the same place on Friday, the 5th 
day of March next, at 6 o’clock, P. M., when can- 
didates will be nominated to be supported at the 
March election. - 





A plain avowal. 


“The doings of the last legislature have received 
the approval of all those men in the State who look 
at subjects eandidly, and have long been desirous of 
having the radical policy overthrown.” — Statesman. 

Now what was that “radical policy,” which the 
federalists have so ‘‘ long been desirous should be 
overthrown?” It was that the PEOPLE should re- 
tain in their own hands, through their representa- 
tives, the power “‘ to alter, amend or repral charters, 
whenever in the opinion of the legislature the publie 
good shall require it.” This is the democratic pol- 
icy so bitterly assailed by the federalists from year 
to year, and which they insisted prevented the in- 
vestment of capital in the State. it did not, how- 
ever, prevent the inveatmont of all capital in the 
State, for it seems by the last Statesman, that more 
than FIFTY MILLION was actually invested, in 
fifteen years, under this very “ radical policy,” of 
which the federalists so much complained, and 
which the Statesman says has been “ overthrown’’ 
with the approval of all ‘candid men.” The States- 
man further says :-— , 

“One of the most important duties of the session 
was to blot from the statute book all those laws put 
there by radicalism the inevitable tendency of which 
was to discourage investments within the State— 


railroad enterprises manufacturing establishments, 
andthe like.” ’ 


This “ most important duty” the federalists fully 
performed to the entire satisfaction of their party. 
They proceeded to ‘blot from the statute book” 


All control of the Legislature over 
Corporations ; 

They proceeded to “blot from the statute book’’ 
THE MILITIA SYSTEM, which they utterly 
destroyed, ata time when the nation was at war— 
and without proceeding to enumerate their blotlings 
oul—they went on to incorporate 77 WENTY 
THREE MILLIONS OF DOLLARS, and 
placed all the charters absolutely BEYOND THE 
CONTROL OF FUTURE LEGISLATURES 
—but what is most extraordinary of all is, that they 
now turn round and deny theirownacts. They de- 
ny, what ia the previous breath they have admitted 
and boasted of, But they THREATEN, in case 
they can secure the government for another year, 
that the CLOVEN FOOT of federalism shall be 
made still more apparent. They threaten to RE- 
MOVE THE JUDGES, as well those of the Supe- 
rior as the County Courts—and they have postpon- 
ed, to be passed at the next session, if they have the 
power, A LAW TO ENABLE A COR PORA- 
TION TO FLOW THE LANDS OF INDI- 
VIDUALS, BY HAVING THE DAMAGES 
APPRAISED BY A COMMITTEE! And 
why not? They have blotted out all the whole- 
some restraints which the legislature held over cor- 
porations, and why .not give them the RIGHT oF 
FLOWAGE upon the same terms they give them the 
right of way for a railroad ? 

People of New Hampshire! it becomes you to 
look to this, and to determine by your votes wheth- 
er you approve or disapprove of federalism as mani- 
fested by the acts of the last legislature. 


Concealing the fact. 

Not a single one of the Mexican federal papers in 
this State, has mentioned the fact, in noticing the 
passage of the Wilmot proviso in the House, that 
THE ENTIRE DELEGATION FROM NEW 
HAMPSHIRE VOTED FOR IT—voted that 
slavery shall not be extended into any territory which 
we may acquire of Mexico. The week previous, they 
charged them with hostility to the Wilmot proviso, 
and as being in favor of slavery, because they voted 
to postpone the consideration of that question for 
only one week ; and had our members voted against 
the proviso, instead of voting for it, the State would 
have been pasted over with handbills, before this 
time, denouncing them as “ slaveocrats.” They 
would have rejoiced had the proviso been defeated 
by the votes of our members, as they rejoice when 
any thing goes wrong with the army in Mezico.— 
They mourn now in “sackcloth and ashes,” because 
the democratic members have again voted against 
extending slavery into Mexico, as they did at the 
last session—aND THEY CONCEAL THE FACT FROM 
THEIR READERS. 


Federalism in favor of Slavery. 


Cranston of Rhode Island, and Smith of Connec- 
tieot, both VOTED AGAINST THE BILL 
FOR RAISING THREE MILLION OF DOL- 
LARS t enable the President to make peace with 
Mexico, WHICH BILL CONTAINED THE 
WILMOT PROVISO. Every democrat from 
the New England States voted against extending 
slavery into any territory we may acquire of Mexi- 
co, and the only two members from New England 
who voted against the bill, prohibiting slavery, 
WERE FEDERALISTS! Let this be borne 
in mind—for the abolitionists of New Hampshire 
are doing all they can to keep the federal party in 
power, They cry out “ pro-slavery” against the 
democratic party, whilst at the same time, they join 
heart and soul with Calhoun and Berrien, in oppos- 
ing the Mexican war, and never raise their voice 
against any federalists who votes for slavery. They 
will pass over in silence the vote of Measrs. Crans- 
ton and Smith, or they will *wstify it. See if they 
do not. 
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Read! Read!! Read!!! 


Still they come! Five more!! 

For want of room, we have been forced to omit a 
a great part of the communication which follows: 
but we publish enough to show the intention of the 
signers to vote the democratic ticket—which will 
satisfy our friends, and we are sure it is as much as 
our opponents will desire to see. There are agreat 
many more of ‘‘the same sort left.” 


North Conway, Feb. 16, 1847. 

Mr. Oscoop—Dear Sir—Emboidened by their 

in defeating that political party which for a 
tong time has been predominant im our State—a par- 
ty under whose direction and policy our State has 
continued to prosper—the self-styled independents 
are making their every effort as if in their last strug- 
gle for life, to retain that power acquired by their 
union with the whig party last June. 

* 7 * - 7 * 

We once confided in the virtue, ability, fidelity 
and patriotism of John P. Hale. The confidence of 
a large majority of the people of the State was once 
reposed in him—but how has the mighty fallen; 
his sins have found him out—he has sold that pariy 
by bargain and intrigue into slavery to a system 
and creed in which they have no faith—no conti- 
dence. He has bartered away their principles—sol¢ 
them in the shambles for a seat on the throne of po- 
litical glory, fre-~ whence he would dictate his 
rules and form lines of demarkation, giving mandates 
to his subjects, “Thus far shalt thou go and no 
further.” Will the people of the Gibralter of Amer- 
ican democracy submit to it? Shall Hale be their 
task master? God forbid—while virtue, knowledge 
and patriotism is a predominat principle of the har- 
dy sons of New Hampshire. 

- * 





.* 7 7 
Mr. Editor, we are acquainted with most of the 

people of this town, in Bartlett and Jackson; we 
have conversed with ‘many of them, and think we 
well understand their political views; and state 
boldly and honestly in our opinion, that half a dozen 
ssenters from the original democratic faith cannot 
be found. The ball is in motion, the day star of true 
democracy is now above the horizon—the clouds 
that obscured her are fast despersing, and the proud 
flag of untainted democracy will soon again waive 
over our once prosperous State. To conclude, we 
shali no longer one te and hie party, | nor ' take 
that independent, i 
infernal, demoniac paper, being fully equvieced that 
it has no object to gain, no wish to gratify, but di- 
vide and conquer. 

JOSIAH WEEKS, 

BENJAMIN RICHARDSON, 

JEREMIAH THOMSON 


WILLIAM MASON, 
ABATHAR EASTMAN. 





I> The following is an extract from a letter, the 
writer of which forbids us to publish his name :-— 
Eaton, Feb. 18, 1847. 
Mr. Editor—The object of my writing you will 
soon Jearn® I have always been a thorough demo- 
erat. For about two years past | have favored the 
third party—for | am a “ libertyman.” Being o 
somewhat quick sensibilities, | was jealous of their 
integrity, but hoped they would stand by their prin- 
ciples ; but last June exhibited the abolitionists, in- 
dependents and whigs, in their true light. Since 
then, | have had no confidence in any party doing 
more for the slave than the democratic party. There- 
fore, in my opinion, every one who votes for a third 
party or any faction, virtually votes for whiggery. 





From the N. H. Patriot. 

MAKE ROOM FOR OLD OSSIPEE! 

STILL THEY COME!! 

We have received the following from a friend at 
Ossipee. 1t is “short and sweet,” and speaks for it- 
self. The gentleman who sends it, writes us a most 
encouraging account of the progress of the good 
cause there. He assures us that WE SHALL GAIN 
FIFTY VOTES there at least. He says the signers 
of the following were the most influential and Jead- 
ing men in the Hale ranks last year. Will Fogg de- 
pounce them as “poor drunken rowdies ?” 

‘The last two signers reside in Effingham, and put 
their names to this instead of writing a separate let- 
ter, to save room. Our friend informs us that there 
are many ‘‘more leit of the same sort.” 


Verily, 
“the work goes bravely an 














The wntorstenet, citizens of Ossipee, having Jast | 
year voted for Berry for fax Governor, and support. 


ed what was called the “I ic 
Ticket,” and having perceived with mortification 


and regret the course by the ‘Independents’ 
last June in relation : and various 
other subj and bel 


ieving that should we vote as 


ALISM ,—hereby our determination to vote at 
the next election t. Williams for Governor, 
and to the larly nominated Democratic 


support the regu 
ticket; and shall cheerfully afford whatever aid we 
ean in placing the town of Ossipee in the high posi- 
tion she formerly occupied as one of the S22. 
towns of oe this State. 
HOMAS F. HODGDON, 
MOSES MERRILL, 
HENRY G. ABBOTT, 
JOHN WENTWORTH, 
ROBERT SANDERS, 
GIDEON D. SANDERS, 
J. SANDERS 
NATHAN FOGG, { efingham, 
Ossipee, Feb. 20, 1847. 


‘ 





From Hill’s N. Hf. Patriot. 


And yet another. 

We have received the following communication 
from Col. James Cocuran, formerly of Northfeld, 
now of Sanbornton. Col. Cochran is well known 
to the people of this county. He is a highly respect- 
able man, and has frequently held important town 
and county offices. He is a member of the Meth- 
odist Church, and a thorough temperance man. The 
course he aow takes, he takes from a conviction of 
duty. 

Sanbornion Bridge, Feb. 23, 1847. 

Messrs. Epitors :—I| have never troubled the 
public much with my views in relation to public 
men and measures, nor should | do so now did { not 
believe that the times demand that each friend of 
hie country should now make every effort he is ca- 
pable of making in its behalf. We have fallen up- 
on dark and troublous times. Our country has been 
invaded by a semi-barbarous foe—our own citizens 
have been shot down like wild beasts upon our own 
soil—our south-western frontier has been deluged 
in blood, and while the government has raised its 
arm to strike for the freedom of our own kin,and the 
security of our border inhabitants, from the merciless 
attacks of the enemy, a large party in our own midst 
are laboring with an untiring zeal to paralyze that 
arm which in times past has so often and so success- 
fully struck for the freedom and the glory of our 
own native land. 

‘This same party I have known fora long time. Its 
course I have watched both in peace and war, and 
my observation has satisfied me that all the great 
improvements in political science which have been 
suggested by the friends of the masses, and all the 
reforms of the abuses of the times which have been 
promulgated by the people, have encounteded its 
most bold and violent opposition, while it has inva- 
riably espoused the side of the enemy in time of 
twoar. 

When that great and good man, THOMAS 
JEFFERSON, as a leader of the democratic par- 
ty, provosed to reform the laws so that every man, 
rich or poor, should have the privilege of paying his 
minister tax just where he pleased, and of hearing 
such a minister of the Gospel as he pleased, or his 
conscience should dictate—a reform which has done 
more towards advancing true religion than all other 
human laws, combined,—the proposition met at the 
hands of this same federal party, THE MOST 
BITTER AND REPROACHFUL OPPOSI- 
TION! When the democratic party, after becom- 
ing convinced of the enormous power which the 
Uniced States Bank had acquired, proposed to wind 
up its affairs becase it had too much power—because 
it held in its own hands the value of our property— 
andb it had entered the political arena and 
bought up votes, like cattle in the market,—this 





| same federal party rallied to a man against the prop- 


osition, anc became so infuriated as to threaten the 
life of the patriot Jackson, who was nerving him- 
self up for the Herculean task of strangling the mon- 
ster to death. 

All their predictions of ruin have failed, totally— 
completely failed; while those of the democratic 
party in relation to the exchanges, d&c., have been 
completely veritied. Generations yet unborn will 
revere the name of ANDREW Jackson, quite as 
much for his heroic bearing during the memorable 
contest of the people against the Bank, as for his 
military prowess on the battle-field. 

But, Messrs. editors, I find | am going too much 
into particulars of the opposition of tie federal par 
ty to their country, and | only ask 2 little space now 
in which | wish to refer to their opposing their coun- 
try in the last war. Our commerce bad been at- 
tacked by Britieh subjects, and over twelve hundred 
Americra seamen had been impressed from our ves- 
sels, and taken aboard British men of war, and com- 
pelled to do service in their vessels—and in some 
cases to fight io their wars; or if they refused, 
they were “ tied to the mast and shot at like dogs.” 
The national hooor and interests demanded repara- 
tion, and war was declared. Never was war more 
just or necessery, and never did war meet with a 
more factious, damning opposition, than did the last 
war from the federal party. Those who went for 
their country were denounced as infidels and Ja- 
cobins. ‘The members of Congress who cupported 
the countuy were stigmatized as ‘‘a host of rien” 
—the war was called “ Jim Madison’s war,” and 
they even went so far as to threaten him with “a@ 
halter,” aud “ to send him to the island of Biba.” 
They declared it to be‘ the most wicked war ever 
waged.” ‘They declared Great Britain to be “ the 
innocent party,” that“ she was the bulwark of our 
holy religion,” that she was “ struggling for her sal- 
vation,’’ and in that war was “ fighting the battles of 
christendom against us who were ANTI-CHRIST and 
his hosts.” But all their opposition to their country 
availed them naught—save to disgrace the party and 
the party name, to escape which they changed the 
name of federal to that of whig: and a similar fate 
awaits that name. The friends of the government ral- 
lied in proportion to their opposition, and closed up 
the war at New Orleans,by one of the most splendid 
victories over the British and federalists, ever re- 
corded on the page of history. 

1 have been led to these reflections in view of the 
factious opposition to the country of the whigs and 





independent democrats, daring the present Mexican 
war. Much more might be said to identify as fed- 
eralists or enemies to their country, all those who 
now oppose it in its hour of peri], but 1 forbear. I 
never voted the federal ticket, but I must say that 
1 had a very favorable opinion of the independent 
democratic party—so much so, that I VOTED 
LAST YEAR FOR BERRY for Governor. 1 
thought that there were some views entertaind by 
the democratic party, which were erroneous—par- 
ticularly those in relation to the right of way ; and 
there were some others in which I did not fully con- 
cur; and I did hope that the independents would 
take high and noble democratic ground. I had no 
other object in voting for Berry. Butl find | have 
been disappointed and deceived. ‘The independents 
have joined, in substance, the whigs or federalists. 
On no consideration whsiever, would | have voted 
for Colby ; yet the vote of every man who voted for 
Berry, was made to count for Colby ; and the inde- 
pendents and federalists voted together from begin- 
ning to end of the legislature. 1 have been surpris- 
ed and astonished at the course of the independents 
in relation tothe wan! ‘They seem to have joined 
the federalists, heart and hand, in their fated oppo- 
sition to the country, and both parties seem to be 
striving to see which shall do the most to paralyze 
the efforts of the government to do justice to our 
much injured—our bleeding country. THEY ARE 
TAKING THE SAME IDENTICAL COURSE 
WHICH THE OLD FEDERAL PARTY TOOK 
DURING THE LAST WAR! They are travelling 
on the same broad road to infamy. They are de- 
nouncing the war as “Jim Polk's war’’—the mein- 
bers of Congress who support it, as “ cringing ser- 
vile tools of the South,” and “dough faces,’ and the 
war itselfas “ unparalleled in the annais of infamy;” 
and, of course, all of us who support it, as infamous 
without parallel! 

1 CANNOT, 1 WILL NOT SUPPORT SUCH 
A PARTY ANY LONGER! I shall vote for JA- 
RED W. WILLIAMS at the coming election, and 
I will vote for no man who is engaged in this infa- 
mous opposition to his country. 1 should as quick 
think of standing still and see the midnight incendi- 
ary apply the torch to my dwelling, or the midnight 





assassin plunge the dagger into the bosow of a friend, 
as to think of standing still and see the honor of my 
country tarnished, or her flag disgraced, in this her 
hour of peril and of trouble. 

“{ TAKE MY STAND ON THE SIDE OF MY 
COUNTRY—PATRIOTISM ORDERS [T—DU- 
TY DIRECTs IT. THE PARTY THAT SUP- 
PORTS MY OWN GOVERNMENT, RECEIVES 
MY SUPPORT.” 

JAMES COCHRAN. 


From the N. H. Patriot. 


Another Veteran Returned. 


The writer of the following letter has been one of 
the most zealous and influential “‘ Independents” 
in the county of Rockingham. We commend his 
excellent letter to the attention of every candid 
man in the “allied army.” We welcome him back 
to the ranks of his old friends, 





To the Editor of the Independent Demoerat : 

Sin :—I take the liberty to send to you this letter, 
expressive of my views of the present aspect of po- 
litical parties in this State, and also to give you 
some reasons for no longer acting with the party 
styled the “ Independent Democratic party.” 

And, at the outset, truth justifies me in saying 
thac I am and have been a firm friend of the injured 
slave of the south, and have been desirous for some 
tine of being instrumental, as far asin my power, 
under constitutional limits, to bring to him that 
-treedom whieh we of New England enjoy, and to 
take any step, that may teod in any degree, to sever 
or to lighten the chains that he wears, and to give 
him ali the rights and characteristics of the freeman. 

Entertoining these views, | was a member of the 
“ third party,” believing their principles to be foun- 
ded in justice and hamanity,and that their advance- 
ment was to be accomplished “independent” of the 
two great political parties, as such ; and at the time 
Mr. Hale declared his determination to oppose the 
admission of Texas, I jomned his banner and suppor- 
ted him with all my heart, until | found that he had 
in view a system of bargaining with the same old 
federal party that I had ever opposed, to obtain a 








temporary triumph—not of the cause of liberty and 
right—but the election of men to office, (yoursell 
among the number,) against the voice of the people. 

In my support of the “ independent democracy,” 
I never intended that the priaciples of Jefferso- 
nian democracy, that 1 had entertained from my 
youth up, were to be compromised or obliterated. 
I supported them as cordially when I was friendly 
to Mr. Hale as everin my life, and believed that 
Mr. Hale was still an uncompromising Jeffersoni- 
an Democrat,as he had declared himself to be, 
and believed that he differed from 
only as to the admission of Texas, and suppos- 
ed that he felt in all its trath that Jeffersonian 
declaration “that there might bea difference of 
opinion without a difference of principle.” In the 
great acecige of democratic equality 1 was un- 

1 dered them to bé the most fav- 

orable to the mass of the people—that under them 
the laws of the land could be more equal and more 
jast—that the greatest good of the whole people 


bis party 














would be increased by their sway—that under them 
man, rich or poor, simple or learned, would be deait 
with equally—that money and money's power would 
be unheeded by them and finally that equal rights 
and just toleration would be the boon of ali. 

1 still believe in these principles—-I believe there 
is a purse-hoiding power eternally endeavoring to 
circumvent the people, to encroach upon their 
rights, by stealing from them by legislation unalter- 
able charters for some scheme for their own emo!- 
ument, by which they can obtain a better opportu- 
nity of money making, and escape the just liability 
of debt paying. Year after year do we witness this 
and other movements of the money power—we hav: 
seen thisin that now withered monster, the late 
United States Bank with its capital of thirty-five 
millions. It is no long time since that tremendous 
engine of the money power was in being, with its 
pensioned press, purchased editors and corrupt man- 
agers, by bribes, pressure and panic, endeavoring to 
control the people themselves. You remember, 
Mr. Editor, when the whole federal party of the na- 
tion, and the men with whom you drove bargain af- 
ter bargain last June, raised the hue and cry that 
the country was ruined for the want of a National 
Bank—that the destruction of the old bank would 
be the destruction of the country and the people's 
interests. You remember when the Appletons and 
Lawrences and Biddles were hurling their anathe- 
mas against the President; Andrew Jackson; but 
the people stood by him, right triamphed, and the 
monster died amid the wailing of the purse-holders. 

More recently the same purse-holding power, the 
Appletons, Lawrences and the whole clige of capi- 
talists, with Daniel Webster, have been alarmed for 
fear that their craft was in danger. The tariff of 
1842 was a favor of stupendous magnitude to them 
—under its high duties these money-holding gen- 
tlemen divided yearly ten 
cent., 


, twenty and forty per 
and when the people triumphed at the last 
Presidential election, the cry went forth that if the 
tariff was to be repealed, the people’s wages would 
be dimimished—that rein would stalk across the 
land, and the whole country languish. The tariff 
was repealed and the federal press, the federal par- 
ty and thesame mento whom you bargained away 
INDEPESDENCE for servility, wailed again. 

1 mention these things to refresh your recollec- 
tion of the fact that this power still lives, and also 
to recal the time when you professed to think that 
there was danger of its supremacy, aud further to 
remind you that there is still danger of its invading 
the rights of the people, and to hint that Indepen- 
dent Democracy bargained and cheffered with this 
party, obeyed its behests, walked armin arm with 
it; aad that this Independent Democracy went over 
to federalism and federalism kept its ground, as you 
will sce hereafter. And in view of this let me call 
your attention to afew facts that transpired last 
June. Ithas been a cardinal principle with the 
democratic party, that charters of incorporation were 
and should be, not a contract, bat a revocable grant 
of corporate powersp of a corporation receiving such 
charter; that the legisleture was the creator and 
the corporation the created thiag, and that therefore 
the created should always be subject to the legis- 
lative will as its creator. in charters granted since 
1835, the legislature has always reserved a right “at 
any time to alter, amend or repeal” such charter. 
This right federalism has opposed with ail its 
strength. It has always endeavored to place such 
acts of incorporation beyond the reach of future leg- 
ielatares, thus making 
the creator. 


the created GREATER than 


Now let me refresh your memory again. 
democratic party in the Legislature, 


The 
in all the acts 
of incorporation granted last June, insisted that this 
reservation should be made—the federal party op- 
posed it; the Independent democrats opposed it ; 
these two latter parties stood side by side and 
shoulder to shoulder in opposiag it. 
creed of “ 


Was this the 

I thought it 
was the rights of the slave that the independents 
only battled for; but I was mistaken—federalism 
used them for ils own purposes, AND GAINED THF 
victory. But say you that there is a reserved 
power inthe acts of incorporation last June! 1 
know there is a clause hitched on to such acts, to 
blind the people. Take for instance the act author- 
izing the ‘‘Winnepissiogee Lake Cotton and Wool- 
en Manufactory,” 


independent” democracy ? 


to increase its capital stock to 
the amount of one million of dollars, and you will 
see aclause of this kind—*‘Any legislature may 
hereafter, upon due notice 
alter or amend this act 
for a violation of the 


and for cause assigned, 
and may repeal the same 
provisions thereof.” What 
that any legislature may do 
so, absolutely Certain not; but they may for 
cause assigned “alter or amend” it; bet whois to 
be the judge of a sefficient pen) The legisla- 
ture? By no means. It is a binding contract, un- 
less there is such a “cause assigned” as will in a 
legal sense support it. Who decides what is a Jegal 
“cause ?”’ Not the legislature, bus the Supreme 
Court of the United States. thus the 
legislature, by these acts, divests itself of its own 
powers. and another tribunal becomes by this blind 
act and gross deception upon the people, the tribe- 
nal of decision, when they intended it should be 
their own free and enlightened legislature. And 
you will see likewise that it cannot ever be repeal- 


does this amount to? 


Ultimately, 
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ad unless it violates ‘its own provisions. The same 
objection may be made to this that is to the other 
part of the clause. In a word this clause places this 


act beyond the people’s will, and places it just where 
the federal party wish it placed, in a tribunal where 
the voice of the people cannot be heard, unless 
tuey make out what the lawyers call a “case,” and 
which would be met with jegal quibbling and for- 


rn issues, ‘This act cited is butone of many of 
e same features, granting acts of incorporation to 
> amount of millions, and itis but one of many 


er kinds of acis passed last June to favor fede- 
ralism 


Let me refresh your memory again. Take the 
law giving toselectmen the power of appointing 
toeir own Moderators atelections. How democrat- 


it it is to take the power from the people at large 
sad give it to two orthree men. You were with 
min this act, You were with them in aiding the 
italists ‘to obtain our own Winnepisseogee to be 

ed as a reservoir to turn tiveir spindles in Massa- 
isetis and to put money in their pockets. You 
(and by you | mean the “independent democrats,”) 
«ere with them in making ita penal act for a per- 
eon to take a shop or store for less time than one 
ear, for the sale of “any goods, wares and merch- 
iadize,” under penalty of fifty dollars. You were 
with them in making it apenal act for any person to 
kill any bird between April Ist and Dec. 20th, off 
of his own land,under penalty of five dollars. You 
were with them in voting into office John Kelley,the 
federal councillor for the Rockingham district, who 
is the same unchanged federalist as when he edited 
the Concord Gazette and abused our country and its 
soldiers inthe last war, You were with them in 
voting into the chair of State, Anthony Colby, a vi- 
olent federalist, who declared but a short time be- 
fore his inauguration that “he hoped Torrey would 
rot in jail.” You were with them in swallowing a 
whole horde of federal officers and their principles 
ruinous to the interests of the people as you have 
said they were; and if this ke “independent” democ- 
racy I prefer to belong to a kind of democracy not 
cuile so independent. But perhaps all this was done 
out of your regard to the rights of the poor slave; 
and if so you must have been sadly wanting in rec- 
ollection. Was ii with an anti-slavery party you 
made this bargain? Ah, I wel! know they now pre- 


o 


ympathy dates back just at the time the liberty 





-nd to have great sympathy for the slave, and this | 


party had votes for some party. Why, Mr. Ichabod 
Goodwin, at a meeting at Portsmouth in 1835, de- | 


rounced the agitation of the slavery question among 
us, and if he had had the power to have crushed the 
project then, would have done it. Your Mr. James 
Wilson in 1838 ceurtod the votes of the liberty par- 
ty, and after that held office under Tyler four years 
and swaHowed Texas and Annexation, or at least 
made no movement against it. Your Boston feder- 
a! friends hunted down Garrison and his friends like 
a mad dog, when his numbers were few. The whole 
federal party of the nation voted for Henry Clay, 
the slaveholder, is 1844, when he said he would like 
to see Texas annexed, and that the question of sla- 
very ought not to be considered in the question of 
annexation ‘‘one way or another.” Now asa party 
at the South, the federalists abhor the liberty party, 
aad their presses assert there that the democrats at 
the North are abolitionists. At this moment they 
a-e slavery men at the South anc anti-slavery men 
atthe North, to catch votes from both sections. 
And have the liberty party nothing to hope from the 
Gemeocratic party? Let me tell them that they, un- 
der the constitution, have al! to hope 

The Wilmot proviso came from a democrat and 
tas passed by a democratic House of Representa- 
fives, among whom were Norris, Jouyson and 
MowtTon of our own State. Was this evidence of 
the democratic party being in favor of slavery? I 
believe that the democratic party is the party to de- 
pend upon for the propagation of human rights, for 
ley are to a greater extent than any other party the 
party of labor, and not the party of capital. The 
whig patty is (if either party is) the party of capital. 
Capital never heeds human rights, but seeks by leg- 
islation to put charters, tariffs and taxes, unequal 
and unjust, upon the necks of the people. Fiom 
the Jaboring class, comes spontaneously the genu 
ine sympathy tor the oppressed, a sense of right and 
a pure humanity, that is unailoved by money and 
vafet-ered by selfish wiil' On this class depends 
democracy, and from this class must come the hope 
of the slave. 

Thus believing, think [ cannot vote for N. S. 
Berry ; not that I do net regard and honor him as a 
man, but for the reason that I cannot indirectly vote 
for Anthony Colby, by voting for Judge Berry. We 
may twist as we may, but we cannot reach any other 
conclusion. i think, if permitted to vote at the 
next election, [ shall carry the “OLD REGULAR 
DEMOCRATIC TICKET’ —and | earnestly hope that 
TRUE DEMOCRACY WILL TRIUMPH 
throughout the State, and that federalism may never 
again find instruments for success in any party that 
claims for iiself a spark of the spirit of genuine 
a-mecracy. 

Yours respectfully, 
ENOS TEWKSBURY. 

Danville, Feb., 20, 1847. 


TPT wo companies of the Massachusetts Regi- 
ment of Volunteers sailed Inst ‘Thursday for Mexi- 
co, under command of Captain Webster. 











No end to their coming. 

The ball is in motion all over the State. It takes 
a bold man to come out in the newspapers and op- 
enly proclaim that his duty to his country compels 
him to sever party ties—but such men are not want- 
ing inal! parts of the State. We copy the follow- 
ing from the N. H. Gazette and Republican Union 
of last ‘Tuesday -— 


“This is to certify that the undersigned has, 
from his youch up to the present time, ever acted 
with that party whose political principles are now 
and ever have been antagonistical to those cherish- 
ed and promulgated by a Washington, a Jefferson 
and a Jackson—a party which bas invariably, in ev- 
ery crisis, arrayed itself against the country— 
which is opposed to the constitution and our repub- 
lican institutions—which embraces in its ranks eae- 
mies to equal rights and privileges, fit subjects only 
fora government founded upon the Aristocracy of 
Wealth. Now, therefore, be it known to all whom 
it may concern, that the subscriber, after amch 
study and patient investigation, has concluded and 
hereby doth make this public confession of his po- 


litical sins ; and would say that hereafter he will be | 


found acting with the democratic party, apon whose 
banner is inscribed in letters of living light, ** Our 
country and our constitution—one ond inseperable.” 
’ SAMUEL R. PIPER. 
Stratham, N. H., Feb. 18, 1846. 
Goshen, Feb. 18, 1847. 
To the editor of the federal tory paper, misnamed 
“ Independent Democrat.” 
Sir—Through the post office in this town, | have 
received two or three numbers of your ridiculous 
sheet, pretending to advocate democratic principles 
—-when in fact, they advocate nothing short of rank 
tory principles. Whoever sent it or caused it to be 
sent, | know not nor care, but probably some Mez- 
ican ally, in this town, understands better than 
myself. I wish you to discontinue the same imme- 
diately, as they are not worth paying postage for. 1 
know of many others imposed upon in the same way. 
None but federalists give them circulation in this 
town. I am for Janep W. Wittiams and my 
country. DANIEL L. STEARNS. 





ANOTHER OLD ‘* WAR-HAWK” RE- 
TURNED. 


The Cheshire Republican, in noticing the patri- 
otic determination of Gen. Low to “go with the par- 
ty that goes for the country,” says: “we understand 
that the Hon. ELIJAH C. BELDING, of Swanzey, 
is resolved again to act with the supporters of his 
country. O, it does our soul good to see the old 
veterans again in their place.” 

Mr, Belding was an old war democrat, and went 
off from the democratic party in 1828, and has since 
acted against them. He has been elected Council- 
lor by the federalists, and has always stood as high 
in their favor in Cheshire Co. as Gen. Low has here. 
We are glad to see that he is again “with the party 
that goes for the coudtry.”’— Patriot. 

The knock down Argument. 

‘* Is it in accordance with truth to say that Mexi- 

co, unprovoked, commenced the war, and at the 


same time assign ninety-five cuases why we should 
go to war with her ?""—Manchester American. 


We have seen the ahove put forth several times 
inthe Mexican federal papers, asa reai “knock 
down” argument—so entirely conclusive upon the 
subject, that not another word need be said. Itseems 
to be utterly incomprehensible to them that we 
should have nine-five causes, and yet not go to war 
with Mexico until she, unprovoked, commenced the 
war upon us. We will endeavor to enlighten them. 

The outrages committed by Mexico upon our 
fiag, date as far back almost as the commencement 
of the revolt of that nation from Spain. Mr. Inger- 
soll, chairman of the committee on Foreign Affairs, 
says— The history of no nation presents within so 
brief a period, such a series af wanton and unre- 
dressed wrengs.” Gen. Jackson, in 1837, in his 
message says—* The length of time since some of 
these injuries have been committed, the repeated and 
unavailing applications for redress, the wanton char- 
acter of some of the outrages upon the persons and 
properly of our cilizens, UPON THE OFFICERS AND 
FLAG OF THE UnttED States, independent of re- 
cent insults to this government and people, by the 
late Extraordinary Mezican Minister, WOULD 
JUSTIFY, IN THE EYES OF ALL NA- 
TIONS, IMMEDIATE WAR.” And yet with 
all these causes we did not go to war; and why? 
Because such has ever been our LOVE OL PEACE, 
andsuch the HORROR OF WAR, that the govern- 
ment determined to exhaust every resource to avoid 
such acalamity. The administration therefore, per- 
severed in its efforts to avoid a war. Mexico at last 
agreed to settle and pay up. She examined a small 
part of our claims and agreed they were just—she 
PROMISED TO PAY and then RFFUSED PAY- 
MENT. She took offence at the tion of 





| Does the editor of the American understand 7? Yes, 


he has all the time understood the merits of this 
question, and yet he will lie, and prevericate, and 
misrepresent, aud hunt up false testimony, to make 
out a case for his Mezican allies, and afford them 
“sid and comfort.” Such a man has not an Ameri- 
can heart in his bosom ; he has no American attach- 
ments nor American sympathies—HE IS AN 
ALIEN AND A TRAITOR, who seeks the dis- 
honor of bis own country, and who is ready to join 
any and every enemy with whom this country may 
happen to be at war. 





From the N. H. Patriot. 


The Peace Bill and the Wilmot 
Proviso. 


We announced*last week the passage, by the 


| House of Representatives, of the bil to appropri- 


ate a sum of money to enable the President to make 
peace with Mexico, with the proviso that slavery 
shall never exist in any territory thereby acquired of 
Mexico. It will be remembered that a similar bill 
passed the House at the last session, and was de- 
feated by John Davis and the federalists in the Sen- 
ate. It will also be remembered that this defeat of 
the bill was heartily approved by the organs of the 
“allies” here. And it has been stated by those who 
have every means of knowing, that if it had passed 
then TP THE WAR WOULD HAVE LONG 
SINCE BEEN CLOSED; +74 and the princi- 
ple that no more slave territory shall be annexed 
would have been established. To the door of the 
federal party, therefore, should be laid the continu- 
ance “f the war and the extension of slavery, if this 
proviso is now defeated. 

The present bill was introduced without the “Wil- 
mot proviso” against the extension of slavery. On 
Monday of last week, the House being in commit- 
tee of the Whole with Mr. NORRIS in the Chair, 
Mr. Hamuiy, of Maine, (a democrat) moved to 
amend the bill by adding this proviso, as published 
below. This amendment was objected to and de- 
clared to be out of order by the opponents of the 
Proviso. Here then Mr. Norris had the subject 
in his own hands, in a measure, and he promptly 
decided, (as he did at the last session, when the 
same question came up while he was in the chair) 
that the amendment was in order, and it was accept- 
ed. Yetthe despicable knaves who scribble for the 
allied organs, weekly denounce Mr. Norris as a pro- 
slavery man! After various attempts by Winthrop, 
Stewart, and other northern federal ‘“‘deughfaces,” 
to defeat the bill, it was finally reported to the 
House and passed in the following form :— 

Whereas, War exists between these United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and assurances 
have been given to the government of Mexico of the 
President’s wish to settle all questions between the 
two countries, on liberal and satisfactory terms tu 
each, and consistently with their mutual interests 
and security; and the President may be able to con- 
clude peace with the Republic of Mexico prior to 
the next session of Congress, if means for that ob- 
ject are at his disposal : and whereas, in the adjust- 
ment of the many complicated questions between 
the two countries it may happen that an expendit- 
ure of money will be called for by the stipulations 
of any treaty which may be entered into: Zhere- 
Sore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That the sum of thirty thousand 
dollars be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. to enable the President to enter upon nego- 
tiations for the restoration of peace with Mexico; 
and also the sum of three millions of dollars be 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Presi- 
dent to conclude a treaty of peace with the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, to be used by him in the event that 
said treaty, when duly ratified by Mexico, shall call 
for the expenditure of the same, or any part there- 
of: Provided, That full and accurate accounts of 
all these expenditures shall be by him transmitted 
to Congress as soon as practicable ; And provided 
further, THAT THERE SHALL BE NELI- 
THER SLAVERY NOR INVOLUNTARY 
SERVITUDE IN ANY TERRITORY ON 
THE CONTINENT OF AMERICA WHICH 
SHALL HEREAFTER BE ACQUIRED BY, 
OR ANNEXEDTO THE UNITED STATES, 
BY VIRTUE OF THIS AP? ROPRIATION, 
ORIN ANY OTHER MANNER WHATSO- 
EVER, EXCEPT FOR CRIMES WHERE- 
OF THE PARTIES HAVE BEEN DULY 
CONVICTED; Provided always, That any per- 
son escaping into such territory from whom labor 
or service is lawfully claimed in any one of the Uni- 
ted States, such fugitive may be lawfully reciaimed 
and conveyed out of said territory to the person 
claiming his or her Jabor or service. ; 

The following is the vote upon the bill. It will 
be seen that every democrat from New England vo- 
ted for the bill; and the only New England votes 
against it are those of CRANSTON of Rhode Isl- 
and,and SMITH of Connecticut,—both violent fed- 
eral abolitionists! Who then are the “Northern 





Texas—a country as independent of her as it was of 
England or France. She withdrew her Minister, 
threatning veng . Shei diately dismissed 
our Minister, sent there at ber own invitation, and 
who was fully empowered with authority to settle 
all difficulties. She collected an ariny on our bor- 
ders, with the avowed purpose of reconquering ‘Tex- 
as—the whole of Texas to the Sabine. She invaded 
our territory and attacked our army. WAS NOT 
THIS COMMENCING THE WAR? We had 
ample cause for many years, and yet we made no 
war upon Mexico, SHE HAD NO CAUSE, 
AND YET SHE MADE WAR UPON US!— 








Doughfaces”’? Here are the Yeas and Nays :— 


Yeas: Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Ander- 
son, Arnold, Ashmun, Benton, James Biack, Blanch- 
ard, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, Wm, W. Camp- 
bell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, Collamer, 
Collin, Culver, © Cc i 





Leffler, 
McUrate, Joseph J. McDowell, Mclivaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Morris, Moseley, MOULTON, Niven, NORRIS, 


Owen, Perrill, Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey. Rathbun, Rip- 
Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell 
Seaman 


ley, Ritter, Julius 


Root, 
Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Scammon, Sever- 


ance, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 

Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, 

Sykes, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Thur- 

man, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Williams, 
Veaah, Diethoon, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, and 
fost —115. 


Nays—Messrs, Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowdon, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrouch, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Burt, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Constable, Cottrell, CRANSTON, Cro 
zier, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Dobbin, 
Dockery, Dremeasts, Ellett, E. U. Ewing, Ficklin, Gen- 
try, Graham, Grider, Haralson, Har , Harper, 
Hlenry, Hilliard, Hoge, I. BE. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. 
Heuston, George 8. 44 , £. W. Hubbard, Hunter, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
8. Jones, Kaufman, Thomas Butler King, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Long, Lampkin, MeClernand, McDaniel, 
James McDowell, deGau » McHenry, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morse, Newton, Parrish, 
Payne, Pendleton, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury Reid, Relfe, 
Khett, Roberts, Sawyer, Schenck, Seddon, Alexander 

. Sims, Leovard H. Sims, Simpson, TRUMAN 
SMITH, Robert Sinith, Stanton, Stephens, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Toombs, 
Towns, Treadway, Trumbo, Vance, Woodruff, WVood- 
ward, and Young—105. 


Now in view of the action upon this most import- 
ant question, we put it to the candid and honest 
men of all parties to say, which party has shown 
itself in favor of the extension of slavery? The 
House, with a democratic majority, passed a bill, in 
effect, to prohibit the extension of slavery. Our 
members voted for it, and did more for it than any 
other delegation from New England. It went to the 
Senate, and would have passed there if the federal 
Senators had not deliberately defeated it! Who 
then favors the extension of slavery—those who yo- 
ted against it and passed a Jaw forbidding it, or those 
who defeated thatlaw? Let candid men decide for 
themselves. 

Again—who is in favor of closing the war upon 
honorable and advantageous terms? Let facts de- 
cide. The President asked for this appropriation at 
the last session ; he had official correspondence with 
leading men in Mexico, which justified the opinion 
that with this appropriation, PEACE COULD BE 
MADE WITH MEXICO upon terms satisfacto- 
ry and honorable to this couniry. ‘The House voted 
the appropriation, with the Wilmot proviso; but 
with these facts before them, with all their pretend- 
ed anxiety for peace, and all their pretended zeal to 
prevent the extension of slavery, the federal Sena- 
tors from New England defeated the bill—defeated 
a measure which would have enabled the President 
to close the war, and would have prevented the exten- 
sion of slavery! What more is needed to show the 
base hypocrisy of the federalists on this subject ? 

And-now we ask our readers to mark our words— 
this measure is again before the Senate, and if it is 
again defeated, it will be defeated by northern fed- 
eral Senators, as it was before. 














‘War for the extension of Slavery.’ 


This was the cry. raised by the abolitionists of 
this State. They charge the democratic party with 
carrying on the war against Mexico to extend slave- 
ty, when John C. Calhoun, the very high priest of 
slavery, is opposing the war end doing all he can to 
embarrass the administration, in its successful pros- 
ecution—and the Granite Freeman, thé organ of 
the abolitionists of this State, is applauding Mr. Cal- 
houn’s course. The last number of that paper con- 
tains a long extract from Mr. Calhoun’s speech 
against the war, which the editor rolls as a sweet 
morsel under his tongue. Would Mr. Calhoun op- 
pose the war, if its object was to extend slavery ?— 
Mr. Calhoun is in favor of extending slavery—bvt 
HE OPPOSES THE WAR. The Granite Freeman 
joins Calhoun in opposing the war. Does he do it 
for the same reason? YES! for if the slavery 
question were settled, Hood’s “vocation” is gone— 
he would have nothing to agitate. 


Meetings in Carrell County. 

Messrs. Peaster and Prescott, are holding 2 
series of meeting in Carrol! County. They ad- 
dressed the citizens of Wolfborough, on Tuesday 
evening, at the Academy ; the citizens of Taftonbe- 
rough at the Meeting House, on Wedneseay after- 
noon ; the citizens of Moultonborough, on Thurs- 
day, at the Town House, in the afternoon ; the citi- 
zens of Ossipee, at the Court House, on Friday 
evening; the citizens of Effingham, on Saturday af- 
ternoon, at the Meeting House. From 250 to 500 
attended the different meetings. ‘The best feelings 
and enthusiasm prevatis in our party in this region, 
and Carroll county will do more than her share to- 
wards redeeming the State. 

There are many changes in some of the towns, 
we have been informed, in favor of the democracy. 


« The true Mexican style.” 
“Op Kit,” of Canaan, adopts the Mexican 
style, and concludes his advertisement for a federal 
meeting, with ‘‘God and Liberty.” There is an- 
other M word in n use, which we would 
recommend to the attention of our friend, and that 
is “pronunciamento.”” When a party in that coun- 











. try wish to change the government, they come out 


with a “ pronunciamento,” and forthwith the thing 
is done. The people of this State are daily pro- 
nouncing against the government of the “ allics,” 


and we publish 8 goodly number of their “ pronun- 
ciamentos” this week. 
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